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Commenting on today's decision by an Israeli court to reject the petition to withdraw NSO Group's
export licence, an NSO spokesperson said:

"NSO Group welcomes the court's rejection of Amnesty International's petition and the finding that
their allegations did not have an evidentiary basis. The judgement is irrefutable evidence that the
regulatory framework in which we operate in is of the highest international standard. Combined with
NSO's industry-leading governance frameworks, it underpins the fact that we are a global leader in
commitment to the proper use of technology and respect for human rights. Advanced encryption by
terrorists and criminals necessitates the kind of legal and proportionate response that NSO provides
to authorised and verified government agencies. We help governments achieve this while ensuring
that our technology is only used to fight terror and serious crime, and protect public safety. Our
detractors, who have made baseless accusations to fit their own agendas, have no answer to the
security challenges of the 21st century. Now that the court's decision has shown that our industry is
sufficiently regulated, the focus should turn to what answer those who seek to criticise NSO have to
the abuse of encryption by nefarious groups."

DISSEMINATED BY MERCURY PUBLIC AFFAIRS, LLC, A REGISTERED FOREIGN AGENT, ON BEHALF OF
Q CYBER TECHNOLOGIES LTD. MORE INFORMATION IS ON FILE WITH THE DEPT. OF JUSTICE,
WASHINGTON, DC.
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The Tel Aviv — Yafo District Court — In Its Capacity as a Court for Administrative

Matters

Presided over by the Honorable Senior Judge Rachel Barkai 12 July 2020

Petition No. 28312-05-19 Molly Malkar and 29 others vs. Security Representative Racheli Chen and

others

PetitionersPetitioners: 1. Moly Malkar and 29 others

Represented by Attorney Itay Mack

Against

Respondents: 1. Head ofthe Defense Export Supervision Division
2. The Minister of Defense
3. The Ministry of Defense
4. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Represented by Attorney Sarah Blu - Tel Aviv District Attorney - Civil
5. NSO Group Technologies Ltd.

Represented by Ran Sprinzak

Decision

In this petition, the Petitioners petitioned for relief according to which the court will instruct
Respondent 1 to exercise its authority, granted to it under the Defense Export Controls Law, 2007 ("the
Export Control Law" herein), to order that the defense export license granted by the Defense Export
Control Agency (DECA) to Respondent 5, permitting it to export the surveillance system it developed,

and that, according to the Petitioners, was and/or is being used to monitor Amnesty International

activists.
After continuously reviewing the claims of the parties, | found it appropriate to deny the petition.
In brief | will say that, from all of the statements brought before me,, by respondents 1-4, | became

convinced that the control process and the handling of defense marketing and/or export license

requests is a sensitive and rigorous process, during which export license requests are thoroughly
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examined by the various defense agencies that deal with national security and political matters, and
with technological and other aspects. A license is granted after completion of a rigorous process, and
after the license is granted, the Authority undertakes close supervision and monitoring, and if
necessary, and if it was found that use was made in violation of the license conditions, and in particular

in cases of human rights violations, steps are taken to cancel or suspend the defense export license.

The Petitioners did not provide a sufficient evidentiary basis to support their claims according to which
an attempt was made to monitor a human rights activist through an attempt to penetrate his mobile

phone, nor that this attempt was carried out by Respondent 5.

Without determining whether Respondent 5 possesses a defense marketing and/or export license, |
am satisfied that Respondents 1-4 conduct their activities with the utmost care prior to granting a
marketing and/or export license and afterwards, the licensee is subject to close monitoring by DECA,
which exhibits an elevated sensitivity to human rights violations.

In light of the above, the petition is denied.

Ex gratia, and given the topic of the hearings, we did not find it appropriate to demand payment of

expenses.

Submitted today, 12 July 2020, in absences of the parties.

Rachel Barkai, Senior Judge
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